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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Status 

1 )S Responsive to connnnunication(s) filed on 03 May 2006 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 
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4a) Of the above claim{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/3/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The amendments filed on 5/3/2006 have been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. The 5/3/2006 amendment to the claims overcomes the rejection based upon 
Oberg and Sakai. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: at page 1 1 
lines 1 and 3 steps 310-322, 330, and 332 are listed, however, the following description 
in the specification does not describe step 328, thus, step 328 should be added to the 
list of steps that "will not be set forth herein". 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, In such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1 . 6-8, 1 1 , 13, 15, 16, 24-29, 32, and 34-40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Claims 1,8, 1 1 , 24, 35, 36, 39, and 40 were amended to make reference to wall 
dimensions and wall color of a mounting background. The originally filed specification 
did not correlate "mounting background" or "mounting surface" to a wall, wall 
dimensions and wall color. Mounting background, mounting surface, and wall as well 
as wall dimensions and wall color are described at different paragraphs of the 
specification. Mounting background is discussed at page 7 lines 12-14. page 9 Iine12 to 
page 10 line 2, and originally filed claims 4-7, 14, 15, 21, and 22. Mounting surface is 
discussed at page 6 lines 9-16, page 9 lines 1-11, page 11 lines 8-19, and page 12 lines 
12-18. Wall size is discussed at page 10 lines 9-21. Wall and wall color is discussed 
at page 4 line 19 to page 5 line 5 and page 10 lines 9-21 . Using a wall as a screen for 
the projector is discussed at page 8 lines 3-1 1 and originally filed claim 4. A mounting 
background, a mounting surface, and a wall are different things. Thus, the originally 
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filed specification did not correlate mounting background or mounting surface with a 
wall, wall dimensions and wall color. Accordingly the claims need to be amended to 
consistently use claim terminology when claiming applicants invention and to used 
terminology conveyed by the originally filed specification. 
Claim 34: 

This claim claims to the mounting background simulate a physical structure, 
which, was not described in the originally filed specification. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1.6-8, 11. 13. 15. 16, 24-29. 32, and 34-40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1: 

At line 5 display of the image is claimed while at line 7 projecting the image is 
claimed. Since display and projecting are different it is not clear if the projecting of the 
wall color and wall dimensions and frame color or style are the same or different. 

Claim 8: 

This claim does not clearly claim the aesthetic engine program enables the 
terminal to provide decorator information. Currently the claim is claiming a program for 
providing decorator information. 
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Claim 11: 

At lines 8-10 "to selected" is claimed and at lines 4-7 attributes are claimed but 
selection is not claimed. Since "to selected" refers to a step of selecting and this step is 
not present in the claim, then, "to selected" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 

Claim 24: 

Claims 24 and 34 contradict each other because the physical structure of claim 
34 broadens the wall color and dimensions of claim 24. Claim 24 does not clearly claim 
to project via the means for projecting the wall color and wall dimensions of the 
mounting background due to the word "having". 

Claim 36: 

Claim 36 at lines 13-14 does not clearly claim projecting the wall color and wall 
dimensions of the mounting background and the style or color of the frame due to the 
word "having". 

Claim 38: 

Claim 38 at line 5 does not clearly claim projecting the matte color and the image 
of the matte due to the word "having". 
Claim 39: 

Claim 39 at lines 13-14 does not clearly claim projecting the wall color and wall 
dimensions of the mounting background and the style or color of the frame due to the 
word "having". 
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9. A prior art rejection cannot be made because the metes and bounds of the 
claims are not definite and because the specification does not support the claims. 
Thus, an indication of allowability would be premature. In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859,134 
USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962) (it is improper to rely on speculative assumptions regarding 
the meaning of a claim and then base a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 on these 
assumptions). 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffery A Brier whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7656. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 7:00 to 3:30. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael 
Razavi, can be reached at (571 ) 272-7664. The fax phone Number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 17-9 197 (toll-free). /I // A R^Sj^ 




Jeffery A Brier 
Primary Examiner 
Division 2628 



